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Cameron, and ourselves arc right, and that Mr. Bethune
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Irrespective of the Provincial Synod Act, the Church ot

Lg 1 in Canada ha,l no mode of forming an assoeia ion

suc^i as a (;eneral Assembly, olher than by the volunta y

::tlon of its members ; and an assembly so coo^'^'^^^J-^^

have had no power to bind any persons, exeepo "'o^" «^o

expressly or by impUcatiou had consented to be bound by

its action, and would have had no jurisdiction over the

members of the Church generally ; much less woula it 1 a^e

had aright to establish Spiritual Courts, or by its actio

t

to deprive persons generally of cither status or property in

the Church.


